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medical periodicals, threatened with the grievous consequences of the breach of this law, and reminded that it is the duty of physicians to set their faces against such marriages on all occasions, and sometimes edified with some statistics by way of warning from example; but the same fault of loose reasoning runs through all the writing on the subject which has come under my observation.
In the cursory and almost incidental allusions to this matter of which I have hitherto spoken, contained as they are in letters, papers on general hygiene, and other allied subjects in medical periodicals, it is not fair certainly to look for any systematic account of it. Such papers are, however1, useful for my present purpose, inasmuch as they serve to show the general state of opinion upon the subject among those under whose notice it comes only in the general course of their professional reading and experience. It is to those who write specially upon it that we must go for a more particular account of the question, and I shall therefore, in the course of this paper, refer especially to an article upon marriages of consanguinity by an American physician, Dr. Bemiss, of Louisville, which was reprinted in the 4 Journal of Psychological Medicine' for April, 1857, p. 368 .
Before proceeding further, however, it will be well to state clearly what ai'e the objects which I propose in writing the present paper. I desire, then, not so much to give a positive opinion as to the hygienic effects of marriages of consanguinity, as to examine the facts which are known about such marriages, and to endeavour to show clearly what is the value of these facts, how far they can be explained by known laws, and whether when this is done any residue will remain which requires to be accounted for by the assumption of some special law of nature which these marriages transgress; and, finally, whether an impartial examination of facts, such as is now proposed, will be found to justify the unqualified condemnation of such marriages commonly pronounced by medical men.
I. It is worth while, in the first place, before proceeding to other considerations which more immediately concern us, to notice the account given us of some mari'iages of the kind under discussion in The number returned as scrofulous or dying from consumption, is certainly large, but is partly accounted for by the fact mentioned by Dr. Bemiss that in three of the families there was reason to believe that a scrofulous taint already existed, and that these alone supply sixteen of the cases. Again, the phrase " deteriorated, but without absolute indications of disease," seems to imply that the writer has dealt out rather hard measure to the objects of his investigation, more especially when considered in relation to the very slight ailments which are enumerated amongst the cases of disease; such as albinoism, defective vision, and chorea, which together form nearly one-fourth of the whole number. Albinoism is rather a peculiarity than a disease, shortsight is too common and too slight a defect to be reckoned a mark of degeneration, and chorea is in most cases a transient and curable complaint. All three, moreover, are remarkable for their hereditary character; but Dr. Bemiss does not mention the previous condition of the families in these particulars.
A fair consideration of these points, and a consequent re-construction of the statistics, will leave the results pretty much as follows: 
